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REMARKS 



The last Office Action dated April 6, 2004 has been carefully considered. 

It noted that Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hiraku (U.S. Pat. No. 6,047,684). 

It is noted that claims 1. 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kono (U.S. Pat. No. 5,775,304). 

It is noted that Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Kono (U.S. Pat No. 5,775,304) in view of Sufferedini (U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,488,012). 

It is noted that Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Kono (US Pat No. 5,775,304) in view of Yamada (US Pat 
No. 4,827,897). 

It is noted that Claims 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Kono (US. Pat. No. 5,775,304) in view of Wright (US Pat. 
No. 5,507,266). 

It is noted that Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Kono (U.S. Pat No. 5,775,304) in view of Yamada (U.S. Pat. 
No. 4,827,897). 

Applicant believes that Hiraku and Kono teach much more complex mvenbons 
than the invention of the present application, by focusing on complex embodiments 
such as that claimed in the Hiraku and Kono patents. Thus, applicant believes that 
Kono and Hiraku teach away from the simplicity of the present invention, whtch 
provides a solution to the problem of increasing the fuel pressure in an existing 
m „tor with a minimum of manufacturing steps and without changing or modifymg 
existmgelectronics of the motor. See In r, B^, 16 F.3d 380, 29 USPQ2d 1550 (Fed. 
Or 1994) (prior art reference "appears to teach away from the selection of the 
claimed composition "by focusing on more complex examples"). The fact that a 
simple solutionhas escaped other workers in the art is some evidence that it wasnot 
obvi^apersonofordma^ 
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USPQ 220 (CCPA 1963): 

Appellant" s claimed invention departs from the prior art in the 
direction of simplicity rather than in the direction of complexity. . . . 
The simplicity of this useful invention is, in retrospect, some evidence 
that it was not obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art .... hue 
Qsplack, 39 CCPA 932, 195 F.2d 921, 93 USPQ 306. ... While it is 
admittedly simple, it has escaped the other workers in this crowded 
art. Wc do not think the simplicity of appellant's construction should 
deprive him of his right to a patent thereon Fv pannPd Metal Co. v a 

Bradford, 214 U.S. 366. 
Kono and Hiraku patents teach an engine having a closed loop system such that 
the electronic controller of the system senses engine parameters, performs 
calculations and determines the proper injection quantity of fuel to the engme. 

Amended claims 1,3, 7-8, 10 and new claims 14, and 15 claims a pumpmg 
device or booster pump which is controlled by a user selected engine parameter. 
This system is added to a preexisting engine having a fuel pump and possibly and 
electronic controller which adjusts fuel pressure as engine parameters change. 
claimed invention is added to this existing engine to increase the fuel pressure to, m 
one embodiment, a fuel injector at pressures higher than the existing electrons 
controller would ca.cu.ate. The user determines, not an electronic controller, what 
engine parameter the invention senses to increase the pressure. Furthermore, the 
invention allows the user to increase the fuel pressure to the injector allowingmore 
fuel to flow, thereby increasing delivery of fuel to the engine and increasing 
resulting horsepower beyond what the existing could support. 

Applicant believes, merefore mat Kono and Hiraku teaches away from allowing 
the user to select the engine parameter used to increase fuel pressure to an existing 
system. A reference should be considered as a whole, and portions arguing against 
or teaching away from the claimed invention must be considered. See BauscH * 
W,. Inc. v. Barrux-HinMiydrocurve, Inc., 796 F.2d 443, 230 USPQ 416 (Fed. Or. 

Therefore it is respectfully submitted that Kono and Hiraku is not relevant to the 
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orient invention. Applicant has 

„e„ 14 and 15. any hypothetical construe**, produced by 

wouldnotleadtoappUcan^nveonon. 

, tls r«sp^y S ubn, i . K d tta .«he«mhmed«eac^ ^ 

.MUX »■«**-«•««■*■"•• Th.newda^.1 15sh 

F*aminer , s Amendment, if the Examiner irc 
that such changes be made by Examiner 
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would facilitate passage of the case to issuance. Alternatively should the Examiner 
feel that a personal discussion might be helpful in advancing this case to allowance, 
he is invited to telephone the undersigned. 



Respect 



submitted; 




Debra J. Fic^tfr (Keg. No. 46,699) 
12525 Grand view Drive 
Huntley, TL 60142-9501 



Telephone: 

Fax: 

E-mail: 



847-669-3117 
847-669-6098 
djficklcr@att.net 
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